REMARKS 



The claims have been rewritten to place them in better form, and to avoid the 
rejections of record. In an effort to expedite prosecution, and facilitate continuity of 
examination, Applicants provide the following general correlation between the originally 
filed claims and the new claims presented with this amendment, recognizing that many 
claims have been amended. 
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Claim 1 stands rejected under §102 on the basis of Maruyama et al. '330. 
Claim 1 has been amended in new claim 49 to overcome this rejection, and Applicants 
respectfully traverse because Maruyama et al. did not disclose (or suggest) an antenna 
structure having, among other things, a sub-magnetic path in which a coil is not wound about 
a magnetic core. Accordingly, withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 
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Claims 29-3 1 and 35-37 stand rejected under § 1 03 on the basis of Teodoridis et 
al. '252. Claim 29 has been amended and rewritten as new claim 83, and Applicants traverse 
this rejection because the cited reference does not disclose or suggest the external size of the 
time piece recited in new claim 83, in combination with the other features of claim 83. 

In the present invention, as defined by new claim 83, the external configuration 
of the timepiece has a relatively small external size such as a thickness thereof being not 
more than 1 0mm and a diameter thereof being not more than 30 mm. At least either one of a 
side section or a bottom cover section of the time piece is made of a metal material. The 
antenna structure so defined is provided inside such a timepiece, and can still correctly 
receive the standard radio wave. 

However, the cited reference (Teodoridis et al. '252) as well as another cited 
reference (Maruyama et al. '330) fails to show or suggest the technical features that make it 
possible for an antenna structure which is arranged inside a case having a relatively small 
external size and which is located in the vicinity of a metal object, to receive such standard 
radio wave, and further fails to show or suggest about the conditions for implementing such 
radio wave reception. 

Accordingly, applicants feel that the invention as defined by new claim 83 
(based on original claim 29) would not be obvious to a person skilled in the art from these 
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cited references. Withdrawal of this rejection is respectfully requested. 

For the foregoing reasons, Applicant submits that this Application is now in 
condition for allowance, which is respectfully requested. The Examiner should contact the 
undersigned attorney if an interview would expedite prosecution. 
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